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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the Amendment filed on 2/21/06. Applicant's arguments 
have been fully considered but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejections. 

2. Claims 1 and 3-13 are presented for examination. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 6 and 12 are allowed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-11, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C, 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Freeman et aL (hereinafter Freeman) (US 6,785,726 Bl) in view of 
Holmes (US 5,790,809). 

2. As to claim 1, Freeman teaches a method for controlling the use of a resource by at least 
one process in a data processing system with storage facilities that do not rely on the functioning 
of processes that use the mechanism (col. 41, lines 32-55, col. 45, lines 9-33), comprising the 
steps of : 

providing a licence controller (license management subsystem 1110) (col 45, line 28); 
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communicating an allowed work unit rate (license management subsystem 1110 uses that 
information, together with the information indicating the total number of available pooled 
licenses it calculated at initialization to determine if a pooled license is available) (col 45, lines 
28-32' } col 41, lines 31-35) for the resource between the at least one process and the licence 
controller by storing at least one parameter in the storage facilities (col 41, lines 32-55, col 45, 
lines 9-33); and, in the at least one process, controlling the use of the resource by the process 
according to the parameter (col 45, lines 28-42). 

Freeman fails to explicitly teach having an inter-process communication mechanism. 
However, Holmes teaches using an inter-process communication (IPC) with a Queue Monitor 
that tracks current utilization, resource capacity, and the possibility of processing additional 
messages so that the capacity of the resource is not exceeded (col 9, lines 60-67 through col 10, 
lines 1-4, see Fig. 3A). it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine Freeman and Holmes because it would optimize transport 
mechanisms for messages, which are needed for the resources (col 1, lines 17-56 and col 2, 
lines 25-32). 

3. As to claim 3, Holmes teaches wherein the step of communicating comprises having a 
process repeatedly read from its inter-process communication the parameter (col 8, lines 28-35, 
etc.). 
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4. As to claim 4, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1. In 
addition, Freeman teaches having the licence controller read the actual use of the resource by the 
process (col 41, lines 32-55, col 45, lines 9-33). 

5. As to claim 5, Freeman teaches wherein the step of controlling comprises, for the 
process, adapting its operation to the allowed work unit rate for the process (col 41, lines 32-55, 
col 45, lines 9-33). 

6. As to claim 7, Freeman and Holmes fails to explicitly teach teaches wherein the 
processing system is a multiprocessing system. However, "Official Notice" is taken that both the 
concept and advantages of providing that an inter-process communication system being a 
multiprocessing system is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include a multi-processing 
system to the existing system because an inter-processing communication could not work 
without a multiprocessing system. 

7. As to claim 8, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 1. 

8. As to claims 9, 1 1, and 13, they are rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection 
of claims 1,3, and 7. 
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9. As to claim 10, it is rejected for the same reasons as stated in the rejection of claim 8. In 
addition, Freeman (col 1, lines 24-40, col. 6, lines 17-67, etc.) in view of Holmes (col 9, lines 
60-67 through col 10, lines 1-4, see Fig. 3A) teaches dynamically controlling resources with 
inter-process communication. 

Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but are moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejections. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kenneth Tang whose telephone number is (571) 272-3772. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM - 6:00PM, Every other Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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